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in regard to the High Court to which 1 have referred. I asked him to come and see me, and explained to him his mistake. He expressed himself fully satisfied on the point, and I suggested to him that perhaps he might withdraw his remarks. He replied that he could not do so, as he was in full sympathy with the opposition to the partition. I asked him what were his grounds for his opposition. He said that he was perfectly sure that one result of the partition would be very much to develop the Tort of Chittagong, and that this could not be done without injuring the Port of Calcutta.
I asked Mm whether he really believed that the drawing of an imaginary line between the two Provinces,, and the declaration that the Districts on the one side of that line were under the government of one Province and those on the other side under that of another, would really divert the course of trade ? " No,93 he said, " but Chittagong will be under the government of the new Province ; efforts will be made to improve it; the natural communications between the transferred Districts and Chittagong will be developed, and trade will therefore take its course to Chittagong which is the natural port for that part of the country.59 1 pointed out that this surely meant that trade would be benefited by the change ; and I asked him whether he would not state that view in public. He said he would not; because he was a Calcutta man and he himself would be injured, I pointed out to him that Government must take a higher view than that, and must consider the general interests of the country. His reply was characteristically honest, but at the same time very discouraging. He said, " I do not blame you for supporting a measure which undoubtedly appears to be to the advantage of the Districts concerned ; but-1 am bound to fight for my own interest."
The whole history of this agitation indicates some of the difficulties of Indian administration. A measure may be sound ; but it may be influentially opposed by those who believe that their own private interests are at stake. That opposition may be easily exposed as regards its character ; but it is not on that